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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 
U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this 
Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 
122(b), by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or 
(2) a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before 
the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under 
the treaty defined in section 351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an 
application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1-15, 20, 24, 25, 47 and 53 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as 
being anticipated by Suryanarayana et al. (US Pat# 6,487,401). 

Regarding claim 1 , Suryanarayana teaches a wireless telephone device 
having an associated stored-value account (prepaid account), the wireless 
device comprising: 

a selector (see cols. 4-6 and figs. 6-8) reads on the selector including 
selectors recharge or reject recharge shown in (see fig. 6); 

a communication program configured to communicate with a recharge 
service via a communication network (see figs.) 

a recharge option selectable by a user upon actuation of the selector, the 
recharge option being configured to cause the communication program to initiate 
a recharge transaction with the recharge service via the communication network, 
in order to add calling units to the stored-value calling account in (see figs., cols. 
4-7). The limitation including a connection to the communication is taught by 
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Suryanarayana wherein one presses or selects one of the option including 
recharge or reject recharge, a communication connection is made with a SCP 
sent to a network element in (see fig. 3). 

Regarding claims 2-9, Suryanarayana teaches the claimed subject matter 
in (see cols. 3-4, col. 7). 

Regarding claims 10-13, Suryanarayana teaches the claimed subject 
matter in (see cols. 3-4, col. 7). 

Regarding claims 14 and 15, Suryanarayana teaches the claimed subject 
matter in (see figs. 6-8, cols. 4-6). 

Regarding claim 20, Suryanarayana teaches a low balance indicator in 
(see figs.). 

Regarding claim 24, Suryanarayana teaches a method of recharging an 
account comprising installing a recharge option in a wireless telephone to initiate 
a recharge transaction in order to add calling units wherein the recharge would 
be displayed on the wireless device, receiving a user's selection and then 
establishing a communication to a communication network in (see figs, and cols. 
3-7). 

Regarding claim 25, The balance of the stored value calling account is 
detected if it's below a threshold. 

Regarding claim 47, Suryanarayana teaches a recharge server connected 
to a communication and a web enable d telephone having a recharge option 
installed thereon to enable a user to cause a communication program on the 
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phone to initiate communication to a communication network and to an element 
over the network to recharge an account in (see figs, and cols. 3-7). 

Regarding claim 53, Suryanarayan teaches a user interface including a 
display which can display recharge options to user wherein a user can select one 
of the options as means of sending a signal or establishing a connection with a 
network element in (see figs, and cols. 3-7). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described 
as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to 
be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which 
said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

Claims 16-19, 21-23, 26-39, 41-44 and 48-51 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Suryanarayana in view of Dahm et al. 
(US Pat# 6,466,783). 

Regarding claims 16-18, Suryanarayana fails to teach the claimed subject 
matter but activation by using a key or voice command is notoriously well known 
in the art. 

Dahm teaches a communication device in (see cols. 8-10 and figs. 5) that 
a plurality of keys can be implementing for activating services. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Dahm into that of 
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Suryanarayana thus making it possible to activate services using any known 
input means. 

Regarding claims 19 and 21-23, The combination including Dahm teaches 
scrolling through a menu in (see figs.). 

Regarding claims 26-34, the combination teaches a menu process in (see 
Suryanarayana or Dahm) and usage of keys including a soft key or images and 
so forth as obvious. 

Regarding claims 35-39 and 41-42, The combination including Dahm or 
Sury teaches the claimed subject matter of being able to recharge via a 
communication to a wireless server to add money to one's account. 

Regarding claims 43-44, Recharging an account by using an automated 
attendant or talking to a live operator is notoriously well known and the examiner 
takes official notice to this effect. 

Regarding claims 33-35 and 48-49, the combination renders the claimed 
subject matter obvious in the sense that a telephone manufacturers can 
configure the phone to work after activating a feature mode either using a single 
touch or two touches, known in the art. Neither one of the primary references 
teaches the claimed subject matter but the examiner takes official notice that it's 
well known to assign hard keys to features and using voce or speech recognition 
to activate features. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious tone of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to use or incorporate one and/or both in a 
telephone as way of activating telephone features in a telephone thus giving a 
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user the ability to activate features suiting the users needs which can be helpful 
for the disabled. 

Regarding claims 50-51, The combination renders obvious the claimed 
subject matter. 

Claims 24, 45, 46, 53 and 55 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Smith et al. (US pat# 6,084,951 ) in view of Henderson 
etal. (US Pat# 6,327,363). 

Regarding claim 24, Smith teaches a wireless telephone wherein a user 
can program a speed dialing number to be dialed as desired which could include 
that of business number, displaying Icons or images associated with the number 
and activating the speed dialing code to make a call to a desired destination in 
(see figs, and col. 8 lines 60-col. 9). 

Smith fails to teach dialing a number for the purpose of recharging a 
prepaid account. 

Henderson et al. teaches a method and system for automated customer 
services wherein a user can dial a number to contact a recharge center or 
platform in (see col. 8 lines 36-64) to recharge a prepaid account. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to incorporate the teaching of being able to dial 
a number to recharge an account into that of Smith thus making it possible to use 
wireless services or make toll calls by using one's account and in light of Smith, 
calling a customer service center without having to dial the entire destination 
number in essence saving time. 
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Regarding claims 45-46, The combination would teach the ability to 
program a number in a speed dialing form wherein a user can activate the 
number in this case an access number to charge one's account whenever one 
needs to recharge the account. It's notoriously well known to use toll-free 
numbers for recharging purposes and the examiner takes official notice to that 
effect, (see col. 10 lines 59-67 of Henderson). 

Regarding claim 46, The combination teaches authentication of a PIN 
number in (see col. 8 of Henderson). 

Regarding claim 53, Smith teaches a wireless telephone wherein a user 
can program a speed dialing number to be dialed as desired which could include 
that of business number, displaying Icons or images associated with the number 
and activating the speed dialing code to make a call to a desired destination in 
(see figs, and col. 8 lines 60-col. 9). Note that the recharge option is being 
interpreted as a recharge speed dialing code. 

Smith fails to teach dialing a number for the purpose of recharging a 
prepaid account. 

Henderson et al. teaches a method and system for automated customer 
services wherein a user can dial a number to contact a recharge center or 
platform in (see col. 8 lines 36-64) to recharge a prepaid account. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to incorporate the teaching of being able to dial 
a number to recharge an account into that of Smith thus making it possible to use 
wireless services or make toll calls by using one's account and in light of Smith, 
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calling a customer service center without having to dial the entire destination 
number in essence saving time. 

Regarding claim 55, Smith teaches in (see figs, and col. 8-9) installing a 
speed dialing code relevant to a recharge option; 

displaying the speed dialing code to contact a destination number which 
could be a business 

establishing a connection to a communication network and initiating any 
desired transaction with the business in question. 

Smith fails to teach dialing a number for the purpose of recharging a 
prepaid account. 

Henderson et al. teaches a method and system for automated customer 
services wherein a user can dial a number to contact a recharge center or 
platform in (see col. 8 lines 36-64) to recharge a prepaid account. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to incorporate the teaching of being able to dial 
a number to recharge an account into that of Smith thus making it possible to use 
wireless services or make toll calls by applying one account and in light of Smith, 
calling a customer service center without having to dial the entire destination 
number in essence saving time. 

Claims 40, 52 and 55 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Suryanarayana in view of Henderson et al. 

Regarding claim 55, Suryanarayana et al. teaches a recharging a stored 
value calling account comprising of installing and displaying a recharge option 
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which can include a recharge or reject recharge and establishing a connection 
and initiating recharge in (see figs., cols. 3-7). 

Suryanarayana fails to teach authentication, fraud detection measures. 

Henderson teaches an automated system wherein during a recharging 
procession, authentication can be performed in (see col. 17 lines 13-29). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention wads made to incorporate the teaching of Henderson into 
that of Suryanarayana thus making it possible to avoid unauthorized usage of 
other's people account, thus in essence preventing fraud. 

Regarding claim 40, see the explanation above. 

Regarding claim 52, the combination teaches recharging by using an 
access number 

Claim 54 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Raith (US Pat# 6,493,547) in view of Suryanarayana. 

Regarding claim 54, Raith teaches a telephone device wherein call detail 
records associated with a prepaid account can be stored in a wireless device and 
in a remote network element in (see cols. 9-10) but fails to teach detecting that 
the balance is lower than a predetermined threshold by a service provider and 
giving the user the option to recharge by presenting a recharge option on a 
display as taught by Suryanarayana. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Suryanarayana 
into that of Raith thus informing a user when there is a need to recharge in order 
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to be able to use one' prepaid services when one is away traveling and has no 
access to other means of communication and in by nature, prepaid, provide 
lower rates and being able to reduce one's expenses by monitoring usage. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to REXFORD N BARN IE whose telephone 
number is 571-272-7492. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 9:00- 
6:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, CURTIS KUNTZ can be reached on 571-272-7499. The 
fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 
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